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On July 20, the US House of Representatives approved two amendments that would prevent the
government from enforcing key elements of US sanctions against Cuba without actually lifting
them. Before leaving for the August recess, however, House leaders rewrote the bill containing the
amendments and stripped it of the two measures.
First, the House voted down a proposal by Rep. Charles Rangel (D-NY) that would essentially
have lifted the US trade embargo. Then, Rep. Jerry Moran (R-KS) introduced an amendment to the
Treasury Department appropriations bill to prevent the Treasury's Office of Foreign Assets Control
to use federal funds to restrict the sale of food and medicine to Cuba. The amendment passed by a
301 to 115 vote.
Next, Rep. Mark Sanford (R-SC) sponsored an amendment to the same bill barring use of federal
funds to enforce the ban on travel by US citizens to Cuba. That amendment passed 232 to 186.
Sanford said the vote would eliminate "an incredible inconsistency" in policy. The House then
passed the appropriations bill 216 to 202.
A day before, the Senate approved its version of the agriculture appropriations bill containing an
amendment permitting the sale of food and medicine to Cuba. A similar though more restrictive
version passed the House earlier (see NotiCen, 2000-06-09). Majority Whip Tom DeLay (R-TX) said
on a television talk show that he was "ashamed" of the House vote on the Treasury bill and said the
benefit would go to Castro, whom he called a "ruthless, murdering dictator."
Despite support from a majority (119) of House Republicans on the Moran amendment, DeLay still
refers to the Cuba-policy rebellion in Congress as a Democratic Party initiative. "All those who
believe in appeasement and have sympathy for Fidel Castro come from the Democrat side," he
said. After the Moran and Sanford amendments passed the House, Sanford said, "This marks the
beginning of the end for an outdated policy toward Cuba." But the assault on sanctions has a long
way to go.
The agriculture spending bill would soften the embargo enough to give US farmers theoretical
access to the Cuban market. But some lawmakers said provisions in the bill blocking Cuban access
to US export credits might survive in the final version rendering it ineffective.
Furthermore, it was not certain at the end of July that the Moran and Sanford amendments would
survive in the final version of the Treasury spending bill. Congressional leaders block amendments
The lopsided votes on the Moran and Sanford amendments, in which agriculture lobbies and
farm-state Republicans joined with anti-sanction Democrats, indicated that Congress was ready to
dismantle the Cuba sanctions.
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However, on July 27, House leaders removed the two amendments from the Treasury bill and
attached what remained as an amendment to an unrelated bill. Anti-sanction forces will have to wait
until September to try and vote down the final version before restoring the amendments.
Anti-embargo Sen. Byron Dorgan (D-ND) called rewriting the bill after it had been passed "a
hijacking of the will of Congress." But Rep. Lincoln Diaz-Balart (R-FL) said, "I know it's rare, but it's
been done before and it's completely legitimate." Rep. George Nethercutt (R-WA), who sponsored
the food and medicine amendment to the agriculture bill, said passage of a sanction-relief bill was
"unavoidable." The Senate version of the agriculture appropriations bill is still alive. (Sources:
Inter Press Service, 07/21/00; The New York Times, 07/21/00, 07/22/00; Associated Press, 07/23/00,
07/24/00; Spanish News Service EFE, Reuters, 07/27/00; The Miami Herald, 07/21/00, 07/29/00)
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